Deuteron yields from LHC: Continuum correlations and in-medium effects
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To explain the production of light nuclei in heavy-ion collisions at extreme energies, we focus
on the deuteron case. A Gibbs ensemble at chemical freeze-out is a prerequisite to investigate
the non-equilibrium evolution of the expanding fireball. Quantum statistical approaches allow to
describe correlations including bound state formation in the strongly interacting and hot system.
We consider the virial approach to evaluate proton-neutron correlations. In generalization of the
treatment of protons in pionic matter (pion-proton puzzle), the influence of the pion environment
on deuteron-like correlations is evaluated using data for the pion-deuteron scattering phase shifts.
Calculated yields for deuteron production are compared with the ones observed at the LHC.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Heavy-ion collisions (HICs) at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN produce matter and antimatter
with extreme concentration of energy, in a so-called
fireball, at mid rapidity shortly after collision. Properties (e.g. composition, momentum distribution of
components, etc.) of this extreme matter are reconstructed from measured yields, transverse-momentum
spectra and correlations [1–17]. The production yields
of composite particles, i.e. light (anti-)(hyper-)nuclei,
in Pb-Pb collisions are very successfully explained by
thermal [15, 18, 19] and coalescence models [17, 20–
37]. There, thermodynamic equilibrium is assumed at
freeze-out, and this determines a primordial distribution
of the components of hot and dense matter. A simple statistical-thermal model, the hadron resonance gas
model [18, 19, 38–43] has been used to describe the general features of the particle yields (including nuclei) from
the fireball produced in central HIC, but cannot reproduce some details. Recent experiments deliver data with
high precision and small statistical fluctuations so that
more details of the HIC process are visible.
A first objection with respect to the use of the thermal
model is that a HIC is a non-equilibrium process. Also if
we assume local thermodynamic equilibrium, the parameters density nC of conserved quantum number C, temperature T , and mean velocity v of matter are depending on position and time. A hydrodynamical model may
provide us with a profile nC (r, t), v(r, t), T (r, t) evolving
in space and time. In this semi-empirical approach, at

a certain freeze-out time, the distribution functions remain fixed up to observation of particles by detectors.
Alternatively, kinetic equations have been worked out,
for instance quantum molecular dynamics, to describe
the time evolution of the fireball. There, the inclusion of
quantum correlations can only be done semi-empirically
after a quasiparticle approach has been performed, for
instance using a coalescence model.
A fundamental approach to the time evolution is given
by the non-equilibrium statistical operator ρ(t). According to the method of non-equilibrium statistical operator [44] it can be constructed from a relevant distribution
ρrel (t),
Z t
0
0
0
i
i
ρ(t) = lim 
dt0 e−(t−t ) e− ~ H(t−t ) ρrel (t0 )e ~ H(t−t )
→0

−∞

(1)
which is a solution of the von Neumann equation. The
choice of ρrel (t) depends on the information necessary to
describe the non-equilibrium state. An application of the
Zubarev approach to the problem of pion production in
heavy-ion collision experiments has recently been given
in [45]. Up to freeze-out, we consider the hydrodynamic
description as relevant distribution ρrel (t). With decreasing density, the relaxation to local thermodynamic equilibrium becomes less efficient, and the freeze-out time is
determined by the condition that interaction processes
are no longer able to sustain the local thermodynamic
equilibrium. With respect to reactive collisions which
change the particle numbers of the components, we denote this as chemical freeze-out. Elastic collisions remain possible at lower densities, they define the kine-
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dN/dy

ball is produced at midrapidity. At chemical freeze-out,
it is characterized by the grand-canonical distribution
ρrel (t) with baryonic chemical potential µB ≈ 0, radius about 10.5 fm, corresponding to a volume of about
4200 fm3 , and a temperature of about Tfr = 156 MeV.
The number of measured charged pions per rapidity
unit
√
R dpT pT p 2
− p2T +m2i /T
2
dNπ /dy (dNi /dy|y=0 = (2π)3 pT + mi e
)
is about 700 , for all three species leading to roughly 2100,
what corresponds to a pion density of about 0.34 fm−3 .
The fact that the baryo-chemical potential µB = 0 requires that particles and antiparticles are produced with
equal weight. It also means that the net-baryon density is zero. The numbers of protons/antiprotons and
neutrons/antineutrons within this fireball are about 15
per species primordially, and close to 40 after taking into
account the feed-down, each so that the baryon density
is about 3 × 10−2 fm−3 , i.e. very low. Whereas, in a
first approach the hadronic resonance gas has proven to
be surprisingly efficient to describe the observed yields,
the new experiments give yields of different particles with
high precision so that improvements of this simple model,
in particular the effect of interactions, have to be taken
into account to explain the data.
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matic freeze-out. At freeze-out, one has to change the description of the non-equilibrium process because instead
of the thermodynamic parameters more information is
necessary to construct the relevant distribution, i.e. the
concentration of the different components after chemical
freeze out, or the single-particle distribution function after kinematic freeze-out. Then, the time evolution of the
non-equilibrium system is described by reaction kinetics
or kinetic equations.
Note that this transition from hydrodynamic to kinetic
theory is not connected with a change of the physical process but only a question of the accuracy in the description
if approximations are performed. At freeze-out the deviations from the local equilibrium or the relevant distribution become significant so that they have to be treated
as new degrees of freedom. In practice, this change of the
relevant description is performed assuming local thermodynamic equilibrium until freeze-out, and after that the
reactions are described by the feed-down from excited
states to the particles observed in the experiment. For
a systematic non-equilibrium approach to nuclear processes see also [46].
In any case, an accurate description of the state of hot
and dense matter in local thermodynamic equilibrium,
i.e. ρrel (t), is mandatory as prerequisite to formulate the
non-equilibrium evolution of the system. Note that, in
principle, ρrel (t) has no influence on the final result if the
limit  → 0 is exactly performed. Missing correlations
are produced dynamically solving the time evolution operator. However, in all calculations, approximations are
indispensable, and a better choice of ρrel (t) gives good results also in lowest approximation. Occupation numbers
of single-particle states may be used to construct ρrel (t)
to describe the evolution after freeze-out. This leads to
kinetic equations, but has problems to incorporate correlation effects. Therefore kinetic theory is not appropriate
to describe the state of the system before freeze-out.
A second objection refers to the use of a simple statistical model, the hadron resonance gas (HRG), describing
hot and dense matter in thermodynamic equilibrium as
a mixture of non-interacting (with exception of reactive
collisions) constituents. A better description should consider the effects of hadron-hadron interaction, and possible approaches are virial expansions known from nuclear
physics [47, 48] which are related to the Beth-Uhlenbeck
approach [49] as also shown in [50] neglecting in-medium
corrections. The relativistic generalization is given by
the S-matrix approach [51]. A particular problem is the
treatment of correlations in the continuum which demands a systematic, quantum statistical approach. This
approach has been successfully applied to solve the proton puzzle [52]. It was also applied to the strangeness
enhancement [53]. We are interested in the application
to further (composite) hadronic states where the yields
are measured, in particular deuterons and antideuterons.
The experimental data we are interested in, are mainly
central Pb-Pb collisions at LHC conditions. For in√
stance, at collision energy sN N = 2.76 TeV, a fire-
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HRG fit: Tfr = 156.6 MeV, µ = 0.7 MeV, V=4175 fm (Phys.Lett.B 792 (2019) 304)
B
ALICE data, Pb-Pb s NN = 2.76 TeV, 0-10% central
Primordial yield, according to quantum state properties
Yield (after correction from phase shift for protons only)
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Figure 1. Result of the thermal model fit to ALICE data
√
( sNN = 2.76 TeV, 0-10% central) on particles per rapidity
unit dN/dy for non-strange (anti-)baryons and (anti-)(hyper-)
nuclei using the S-matrix approach discussed below (for details of this fit see [52]). In detail, the figure shows in the
upper panel the data (red) compared with the fit result, separated in primordial yield (dashed blue line) and final result
(solid blue line) after feed-down and S-matrix correction for
the protons. In addition, the data-over-model ratio is shown
in the lower panel (in magenta), using the uncertainties of the
data. One clearly sees that the protons and antiprotons are
well described after the S-matrix correction. Whereas light
nuclei are showing the same tension the protons showed before the correction (see [15]). Nevertheless, the uncertainties
of light nuclei are still large enough to cope with the 1σ deviation, corresponding to 20-30% difference between fit and
data.
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The aim of this work is to investigate the modification
of the yields of deuterons and antideuterons if a quantum statistical approach is used. Experimental data for
the corresponding yields from the ALICE Collaboration
at LHC are given in [52]. Figure I shows the experimental data on particles per rapidity unit dN/dy for
for non-strange (anti-)baryons and (anti-)(hyper-)nuclei
measured by the ALICE Collaboration in Pb-Pb colli√
sions at sNN = 2.76 TeV in a centrality interval of 010%, compared to the thermal model fit described in [52].
The fit using a hadronic resonance gas overestimates
the measured deuteron and antideuteron yields by about
20%.
We consider improvements taking into account continuum correlations and interaction with the hot and dense
surrounding matter. According to the composition given
above, we expect that the main effects are caused by the
pions, i.e. we have hadronic clusters embedded in hot
and dense pionic matter. Consequently the main contribution to in-medium modification of hadrons is due to the
interaction with pions, and the knowledge of corresponding scattering properties like phase shifts is necessary to
calculate the in-medium effects on the composition. In
our work, the partial density of deuteron-like correlations
is investigated.
We start with the treatment of the interacting manyparticle system and the introduction of partial densities
in Sec. II. We give in Sec. III a short reference to the
modification of the proton yield because of the interaction with surrounding pions as performed in Ref. [52]. In
Sec. IV we discuss the formation of deuterons and the
influence of continuum correlations, and in Sec. V we
calculate the modification of the deuteron yield owing to
the interaction with surrounding pions. Conclusions are
drawn in Sec. VI.

II.

PARTIAL INTRINSIC PARTITION
FUNCTIONS

Hot and dense matter can’t be described as ideal quantum gas. Because the components are interacting, correlations are formed. Examples are bound nuclei, in the
ground state and excited states, but also resonances and
continuum correlations. In this section, we demonstrate
how the treatment of interactions for nuclear matter consisting of protons and neutrons allows to explain the formation of deuterons. We consider clusters of A nucleons which are characterized by total momentum P and
further quantum numbers like isospin, here the proton
number Z, and angular momentum J. Starting from a
general quantum statistical approach, we decompose the
total density in partial contributions from the different
channels characterized by A, Z, J [54],
ntotal
(T, µn , µp ) =
τ

X
A,Z,J

Aτ npart
A,Z,J (T, µn , µp ),

(2)

τ denotes neutron (n) or proton (p), and Aτ the neutron
number (A − Z) or proton number (Z) of the cluster.
The partial densities of the different channels are given
by (non-degenerate case)
((A−Z)µn +Zµp )/T
npart
A,Z,J (T, µn , µp ) = e
Z
~2 P 2
d3 P 2Am
part
NT z
×
e
A,Z,J (P ; T, µn , µp ).
3
(2π)

(3)

AmN is the mass of the cluster {A, Z} and mN is the
nucleon mass. Degeneracy effects are not relevant at conditions considered here, the Boltzmann probability distribution of the cluster states is given by the energy. After separation of the kinetic energy of the center-of-mass
part
motion, the intrinsic partition function zA,Z,J
contains
all intrinsic excitations of the cluster.
We give the contributions of clusters with lowest mass
number A. For A = 1 we have the contributions of free
neutrons and protons, J is replaced by the spin direction,
there are no intrinsic excitations within the hadronic
phase at temperatures small compared to the energy
of resonances so that the intrinsic partition function is
part
zA=1
= 1. Within an advanced approach, the nucleon
mass mN should be replaced by the quasiparticle mass
which contains the effect of a mean field. Well-known are,
e.g., the relativistic mean-field approximations obtained
from model Lagrangians which describes the coupling of
the nucleons to mesonic fields, see for instance [55].
For A = 2 we have isospin triplet (nn, np, pp) channels as well as the isospin singlet (np) channel where the
deuteron (d) is found as bound state. Therefore, this
channel is of particular interest in our present work. The
sum over the intrinsic excitations includes the continuum of scattering states. We replace the sum over the
continuum states by the energy starting at the edge of
continuum Edcont (P ) so that we have a generalized BethUhlenbeck formula (degeneration factor 3 according spin
1)
zdpart (P ; T, µn , µp )
i
cont (P ) h
Ed
= 3e− T
eBd (P )/T − 1 Θ[Bd (P )]


Z
1
1
−E/T
+
dEe
δd (E) − sin[2δd (E)] .
πT
2

(4)

The edge of continuum Edcont (P ) is different from zero
if quasiparticle energies are considered which modify the
dispersion relation ~2 P 2 /(4mN ) for the center-of mass
motion. Bd (P ) is the deuteron binding energy which
in general is medium modified and thus depending on
P as well as temperature T and chemical potentials of
components, the same holds also for the scattering phase
shifts δd (E). Θ[x] is the step function. The last term
sin[2δd (E)] is necessary to avoid double counting, because
part of the interaction is already taken into account in
the quasiparticle shifts of the nucleons [56]. In the limit
of low densities, we can neglect the shift of the continuum
edge and the medium modifications of bound state energies and scattering phase shifts. The treatment of the
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dN /dy

second virial coefficient is given below in Sec. IV where
the deuteron formation is considered.
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III.

PROTONS IN PION MATTER
30

The same approach can be generalized to other components of the many-body system. In this section, we
are interested in the interaction of protons with pions as
the main component in the fireball. The approach which
has been worked out for interacting baryon systems will
be applied here for a system mainly consisting of pions
so that the interaction of nucleons with pions is the main
effect. We present this issue here to compare with the
work [52].
We briefly repeat the treatment of nucleons in pion
matter. The hadron resonance gas would consider a mixture of pions, nucleons, ∆ and other particles as listed,
e.g., in the particle data book [57]. The primary yield
ratio of all ∆ resonances (m∆ = 1232 MeV) to nucleons
(mN = 939 MeV) is for Tfr = 156 MeV:
Y∆prim



m∆
mN

3/2

16 −(m∆ −mN )/Tfr
e
= 0.919.
prim
prim
4
+ Yp
Yn
(5)
These ∆ resonances which are present in thermodynamic
equilibrium at freeze-out, will disintegrate during the expansion of the hot and dense matter. Because baryon
number is conserved, their decays feed into the nucleon
and pion channels. Therefore, the final yields of the nucleon τ is increased compared to the primary yield by a
factor of 1.919. In particular we expect within the hadron
resonance gas model Ypres.g.∆ = 1.919 Ypprim only taking
into account the contribution of the ∆ resonances.
Additional resonances, in particular N ∗ (1520), will
also contribute. The HRG gives a factor 0.1498 in addition to the ∆ resonances. The sum over all resonances
given by the PDG [57] increases the final proton yield by
the factor 2.743. This is shown in Fig. 2 where the the
primordial proton yield of 14.29 according to the temperature Tfr = 156 MeV is increased within the HRG
model to 39.205 (including the feed-down from decays of
primordial ∆(1232) with multiplicity 12.135 which is a
substantial contribution).
However, this statistical hadronization model predicts
about 25% more protons and antiprotons (dNp /dy = 39
instead of 31) than measured by the ALICE Collaboration in central Pb-Pb collisions at the LHC. This constitutes the much debated proton-yield anomaly (also called
proton ”puzzle”) in heavy-ion collisions at the LHC [52].
A possible approach to resolve this anomaly was to improve the non-interacting HRG model by using exact expressions for the second virial coefficient given by Dashen,
Ma, and Bernstein [51] for the second virial coefficient,
containing the pion-nucleon phase shifts.
We shortly repeat the calculation of the virial expansion of the density where the second virial coefficient is
calculated within the Beth-Uhlenbeck approach [49]. In
=
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Final yield after correction from phase shift
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Figure 2. Comparison between experimental data from Pb√
Pb collisions at sNN = 2.76 TeV for protons and antiprotons
with values of model calculations. The red points indicate
the production yield dN /dy and the vertical lines attached
to them the quadratic sum of the statistical and systematic
uncertainties. The blue horizontal lines indicate the primordial yields, the black lines the yields corrected for feed-down
contributions and in magenta the yields after correcting the
resonance contribution by the phase-shift analysis through the
virial approach.

addition to the single-particle contributions describing
the ideal gas of neutron and proton quasiparticles, the
pion-nucleon channels are considered. They contain the
∆ resonance seen in the P33 channel, as well as further
excited states. The phase shifts for different channels
are well known, fitted analytical expressions are availpart
able [58]. The intrinsic partition function zA,Z,J
follows
as
Z
1
d3 p
=
πT
(2π)3


Z
√
1
dM − p2 +M 2 /T
e
δl (M ) − sin[2δl (M )] (6)
×
2π
2

part
z1,Z,l

We use the generalized Beth-Uhlenbeck formula which
accounts for the introduction of quasiparticles. The last
term avoids double-counting because part of interaction
(mean-field terms) is already included in the quasiparticle
contribution. We use the free phase shifts to evaluate the
expression and obtain the second virial coefficient. Inmedium modifications of the scattering phase shifts [56]
are not considered in this work.
The energy-dependent phase shifts of pion-nucleon
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scattering below 400 MeV have been fitted in [58] as
#
"
−(2l+1)
xΓ0 ω0 q0
2l+1
2
4
. (7)
tan δl = q
b + cq + dq +
ω02 − ω 2
(This fit is extended to energies larger than 400 MeV
but gives only a contribution of few percent so that
the error will be small. This is acceptable for this
study, since we mainly want to show that the BethUhlenbeck approach used here gives similar results as
Dashen-Ma-Bernstein approach in Ref. [52]) For an exploratory calculation, we consider only the P33 channel
which gives the dominant contribution. According to [58]
we use for the P33 phase shift (l = 1) the values b =
0.114/m3π , c = −0.0154/m5π , d = 0.00072/m7π , x =
0.99, Γ0 = 116, ω0 = 1232, q0 = 228 (units MeV,
MeV/c) and with mπ being the pion mass. For the freezeout temperature Tfr = 156 MeV, we obtain using Eq. (6)
for the proton using the pion-proton channel:
Z ∞
1
part
z1,1,1
=
dEe−E/Tfr δ1 (E) = 0.388.
(8)
πT 0
The account of the sin-term reduces this to 0.372 (about
5 %; note that phase shift must be given in radians).
Compared to the HRG result e−(m∆ −mN −mπ )/Tfr =
0.374 (note that the continuum edge contains also the
pion mass mπ = 139.6 MeV) we have nearly the same
result. With the multiplicity 4(m∆ /mN )3/2 given in
Eq. (5), we obtain the amount of ∆ resonances which
decay to nucleons when the hot matter is expanding after freeze-out. These feed-down processes contribute to
the final proton yield.
However, other channels also contribute and we have
to include higher resonances. A systematic calculation
has been performed in [52]. We mainly wanted to show
that our approach using the generalized Beth-Uhlenbeck
formula works as well as the Dashen, Ma and Bernstein
[51] approach. We will not repeat these calculations here
but only present the main concepts to solve the proton
puzzle. As a result, the reduction using the scattering
phase shifts gives a total contribution of all proton-pion
channels of 31.5 which feeds the final proton yield. The
analogous calculation for antiprotons give the value 30.5,
the small difference is due to the non vanishing, but small
value of the baryonic chemical potential. The actual fit
of the measured yields in Pb-Pb collisions at 2.76 TeV at
the LHC leads to a value of µB = (0.7 ± 3.8) MeV [15].
Figure 2 shows all involved steps to infer from the final
experimental values for the yields of protons and antiprotons the primordial yields characterizing the composition
at freeze-out. Feeding from the pion-proton channels,
the primordial proton yield is changed to the final proton yield which is observed in experiments. The hadron
resonance gas model predicts an enhancement of the primordial yield of the nucleons by a factor of 2.74 owing to
the feed-down from hadronic resonances which is reduced
to 2.204 using the virial approach, what agrees with the
value seen from the final yields in the experiment.

IV.

DEUTERON CHANNEL

We are interested in the deuteron production also observed in HIC. The number of measured deuterons per
rapidity unit is dNd /dy = 0.098 and dNd¯/dy = 0.092
for antideuterons. Within the simple approach of nuclear
statistical equilibrium, the ratio of deuteron (s = 1) yield
Yd to proton (s = 1/2) yield Yp is given as
HRG
Rdp

√ 2 2
R
Yd
3 d3 p/(2π)3 e md +p /T
√
=
= R
Yp
2 d3 p/(2π)3 e m2p +p2 /T

(9)

assuming µB = 0. With Tfr = 156 MeV the value
HRG
Rdp
= 0.00874 follows. Together with the value 14.29
for the proton yield given above, the deuteron yield is
dNdHRG /dy = 0.1249, see also Fig. 3. Compared to
the measured yields, the HRG model overestimates the
deuteron production from HIC.
Several issues can be given which improve this simple
statistical approach. As discussed at the beginning, the
time evolution of the hot and dense matter produced in
HIC collision is described by the statistical operator ρ(t).
This statistical operator ρ(t) is formulated using the relevant statistical operator (Gibbs distribution) ρrel (t0 )
P

ρrel

e−β(H− i µi Ni )
P
=
Tre−β(H− i µi Ni )

(10)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system, Ni the particle number of conserved components i. In general, the
Lagrange parameters β, µi , denoting the inverse temperature and the chemical potentials, are depending on position and time. In this context, the HRG Eq. (9) appears as a simple approximation where the Hamiltonian
H is replaced by an expression where all interactions
are neglected, after bound states have been introduced
with the corresponding binding energies. An ideal, noninteracting mixture of free nucleons and bound states
is considered, with accidental reactions and collisions to
sustain partial equilibrium. We improve this in this work
taking interactions into account as well as excited states,
including continuum correlations.
A systematic quantum statistical approach introduces
the spectral function which contains all correlations in
the hot and dense nuclear matter. Two-particle correlations including the deuteron are obtained from the
two-particle propagator, as solution of a Bethe-Salpeter
equation. In contrast to the proton, the deuteron is a
composite particle consisting of a neutron and a proton,
with a binding energy Bd = 2.225 MeV. There are no excited bound states, but we have correlations in the continuum as described by the n − p scattering phase shifts.
As shown from the Beth-Uhlenbeck formula Eq. (4), the
total amount of density in the deuteron channel is described by the second virial coefficient bpn (T ),
nd (T, µn , µp ) =

4 (µn +µp )/T
e
bpn (T ),
Λ3

(11)
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where Λ = [2π/(mN T )]1/2 is the thermal wave length of
the nucleon, with mass mN . An expression for the second
virial coefficient including in-medium effects is obtained
from the generalized Beth-Uhlenbeck formula [56] which
can be used also in the high-density region.
Nevertheless, there are excited states of 4 He, 5 He and
5
Li that are unstable particles (strong decays) and enhance the deuteron yield artificially [59]. These increase
the (thermal) production yield by about 0.0225% as
shown in Fig. 3. The feeddown is such low since the
penalty factor P F to produce one of the nuclei is about
330 per additional baryon [16]. For the higher mass nuclei mentioned above this means a suppression by P F 2
or even P F 3 , i.e. nearly negligible.
We consider the region of low baryon density where
in-medium effects can be neglected. According to Beth
and Uhlenbeck [49], the second virial coefficient can be
expressed in terms of the binding energy and scattering
phase shifts as


Z ∞
3
1
vir
−E/T total
Bd /T
bpn (T ) = 1/2 e
dEe
δnp (E) .
−1+
πT 0
2
(12)
Here, E denotes the energy of relative motion, the energy
of the center of mass motion of the two-nucleon system
has been integrated over. Note that we use a nonrelativistic approach to introduce bound state wave functions and scattering phase shifts. Relativistic kinematics
may be introduced, and the S-matrix approach can be
given, but relativistic generalizations of statistical operator and in-medium Schrödinger equations demand much
more effort.
Equation (4) and Eq. (12) can be given a compact
form without subdivision of bound and scattering state
contributions when a generalized scattering phase shift
δdgen is introduced, see [60, 61]. We define δdgen (E, P ) = π
for −|Eb (P )| ≤ E ≤ Edcont (P ) if there exists a bound
state with a binding energy Eb (P ), and δdgen (E, P ) =
δ(E, P ) for E ≥ Edcont (P ). For Eq. (4) we obtain:
Z ∞
3
part
dEe−E/T
zd (P ; T, µn , µp ) =
πT −∞


1
gen
gen
δd (E, P ) − sin [2δd (E, P )] .
(13)
2
This expression represents the total amount of correlation, avoiding the (artificial) subdivision into a bound
part contribution and a scattering part contribution. We
note that for the bound state part of the generalized
phase shift the contribution from the second term in the
curly bracket vanishes because sin(2π)=0.
Using the measured phase shifts, Horowitz and
Schwenk [50] calculated values for bpn (T ) for 1 ≤ T ≤
20 MeV. We followed these calculations and obtain for
the freeze-out temperature Tfr = 156 MeV the value
bpn (Tfr ) = 0.887. This means that the yield obtained
from the HRG calculation is reduced by the factor
bvir
pn (Tfr )

21/2 −Bd /Tfr
e
= 0.412,
3

(14)

so that the production yield of deuterons
dNdvirial
= 0.0514
dy

(15)

results. This value is shown in Fig. 3.
We conclude that the deuteron is only weakly bound,
and considering the spectral function or the BethUhlenbeck formula Eq. (12), most of the contribution
to the correlated density in the isospin singlet channel,
spin 1, is obtained from the continuum. The virial coefficient bvir
pn (T ) contains all correlations in the isospin singlet channel where the deuteron is found as the state with
lowest energy. Note that these deuteron-like correlations
will not necessarily feed the observed deuteron states so
that the calculated value dNdvirial /dy represents an upper limit. Comparing with the simple nuclear statistical
equilibrium yield dNdHRG /dy = 0.1249, a significant reduction of the deuteron yield is observed if continuum
correlations are taken into account.
Like the production yield of protons calculated in the
statistical model, the value dNdvirial /dy is very small
(about 1/2) compared to the measured yield dNd /dy =
0.098. The yield of deuteron-like correlations in high-...
-energy density matter according to the virial expansion
shown in Fig. 3 underestimates the observed yield, similar to the primary proton yield shown in Fig. 2.
The question whether a weakly bound state such as the
deuteron, Bd = 2.225 MeV can survive in a fireball with
temperatures of the order 100 MeV, has been discussed in
several publications, see for instance [62–65]. Like snowballs in hell, they argue that deuterons cannot survive
in the fireball. According to the coalescence model, it is
proposed that light nuclei are formed due to final-state
interactions after the fireball decays. This means that
chemical freeze-out up to which formation processes of
deuterons are possible occur at a later instant of time,
at different thermodynamic parameters. However, correlations are present also in matter with high density of
energy at freeze-out, as described by quantum statistical approaches. The virial coefficient bpn (Tfr ) = 0.887
Eq. (14) expresses the amount of correlations for the interacting nucleon system at temperature Tfr .
The virial equation of state which accounts only for
nucleon-nucleon interaction cannot explain the observed
deuteron yields. Similar to the proton case, interaction
with the pion system including the formation of resonances have to taken into account.
V.

THE DEUTERON IN PION MATTER

Simple statistical models like the hadron resonance
gas are improved when the interaction between the constituents is taken into account. Empirical approaches
such as the concept of excluded volume (see for instance
[66–68] and references therein) are not well founded. Before considering the interaction of the nucleons with pions, we shortly discuss the systematic treatment of the
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dNdres.gas /dy

= 0.1892.

(16)

Here we assume that nucleon - ∆ correlations behave
similar to the nucleon-nucleon correlations which determine the virial expansion. As in the proton case, the
∆ resonances decay after freeze-out to feed the nucleon
yields.
Compared with the experimental yield, this estimate is
very large already if no higher resonances are taken into
account. It is obvious that such hadron resonance gas
approximation is not realistic because we cannot expect
that the proton-neutron interaction coincides with the
corresponding baryon-baryon interaction including the ∆
resonance to form the same correlations. The impulse
approximation which neglects the energy dependence of
the self-energy has to be improved.
To find a consistent solution, we should describe the
deuteron in pion matter in a systematic way, as done
above for the proton in pion matter to solve the proton
puzzle.
A first-principle approach to describe the deuteron in

pion matter can be given considering the spectral function for the proton-neutron propagator in pion matter.
As well known, the deuteron appears as a pole of this
propagator in ladder approximation, solving the BetheSalpeter equation. The interaction with the pion environment is described by a self-energy, and a Beth-Uhlenbeck
formula can be derived which expresses the density in
terms of the deuteron-pion scattering phase shifts. We
use the same approach as in the case of the proton in
pion matter, replacing the proton, by the deuteron, both
treated as elementary particles.
To include the interaction of the deuteron with
the dense pion system produced by the HIC, we use
the deuteron-pion scattering phase shifts. The BethUhlenbeck formula is applied to the deuteron-pion channel and gives continuum correlations which may contribute to the observed deuteron yields. A phase-shift
analysis of pion-deuteron scattering has been performed
in Ref. [70–72], calculations for the total and integrated
elastic cross sections are given in [73, 74], for a review
of pion-deuteron scattering see [75]. The pion-deuteron
scattering amplitude is presented by Argand plots. Of
special interest is the p-wave amplitude calculated in dif2
ferent approximations [73, 75]. The amplitude f11
for
J
the partial-wave fLL0 with a total momentum J = 2 and
channel angular momentum L, L0 = 1 is compared to
experimental data in Ref. [70].

dN /dy

interaction of deuterons with other nucleons. A quantum statistical approach has been worked out [56], and
self-energy shifts and Pauli blocking effects have been
investigated. The shift of the binding energy owing to
Pauli blocking at nucleon density np + nn = 0.015 fm−3
and Tf r = 156 MeV has been evaluated in [69] to be 0.2
MeV. This gives a reduction of about 1 per mille and can
be neglected. Only at baryon densities of the order of
the saturation density, nB ≈ 0.1 fm−3 , medium effects
become relevant.
However, we have a large value for the pion density
so that the interaction with the pionic environment has
to be considered, similar as done above for the case of
protons. Before we perform a detailed calculation, we
give a rough estimate along the lines of the hadron resonance gas (HRG). We focus on the ∆ resonances which
are dominant because of the low excitation energy and
the large statistical factors (spin: 4, isospin: 4).
The deuteron is a weakly bound state of two nucleons
which move almost freely. If we apply the impulse approximation, both constituents of the deuteron, at given
distribution in momentum space according to the bound
state wave function, are assumed to interact separately
with the pion environment. We observe such a behavior
in the pion-nucleon cross section [57] where the piondeuteron scattering cross section is nearly the sum of the
individual pion-nucleon cross sections. In particular, this
refers also to the large peak near the position of the ∆ resonances. Because nucleons in pionic matter are dressed
forming resonances, we have also such resonances for the
nucleons as constituents of the deuteron. If we assume
that both nucleons forming the deuteron are dressed by
pions so that single-nucleon spectral function has peaks
near the hadronic resonances such as ∆, according to
Eq. (5) an enhancement factor of 1.9192 = 3.682 would
appear. Then, the production yield of deuterons would
amount to

0.14

0.12

0.1

0.08

0.06

0.04

ALICE data, Pb-Pb s NN = 2.76 TeV, 0-10% central
Primordial yield, according to quantum state properties

0.02

Feed-down contribution included, leading to increased yield
Including the continuum contribution
Final yield after correction from phase shift

0

Deuterons

Antideuterons

Figure 3. Comparison between experimental data from Pb√
Pb collisions at sNN = 2.76 TeV for deuterons and antideuterons with model values. The red points indicate the
production yield dN /dy and the vertical lines attached to
them the quadratic sum of the statistical and systematic uncertainties. The blue horizontal lines indicate the primordial
yields, the black lines the yields corrected for feed-down contributions, the green lines include the contribution from the
continuum and the magenta lines the yields after correcting
the resonance contribution by the phase-shift analysis through
the Beth-Uhlenbeck approach.

The partial-wave pion-deuteron scattering amplitudes
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J
J
fLL
0 are related to the strong phases δLL0 and the Smatrix according to
J

J
2iδLL0
S = 1 + 2ikfLL
0 = e

(17)

where k is the momentum in the c.m. system. For
2
exploratory calculations, we consider the amplitude f11
which gives the largest contribution. The following fit has
been performed to the Argand plots of Refs. [70, 73, 75]
to the phase shifts here, E in MeV:
2
tan δ11
(E) = E 3/2

13.5
.
1802 − E 2

(18)

The contribution of the pion-nucleon channel to the
density is given by the intrinsic partition function, see
Eq. (8)
Z ∞
1
2
zd,π,L=1 =
dEe−E/Tfr δ11
(E) = 0.312 (19)
πTfr 0
(note that the phase shift is in radians). With the degeneracy g∆ = 16, the shift of the continuum by the
pion mass, and the center-of-mass motion we obtain the
contribution of the pion-deuteron channel to the density
"
#

3/2
dNdtotal
2195.6
−mπ /Tfr
= 0.0514 1 + 4
e
zd,π,L=1
dy
1876
= 0.0927.

(20)

This value is near to the experimental result, see Fig.
3. However, there are large uncertainties. Further pion1
deuteron channels may be included, in particular f11
and
3
f22 which will increase the deuteron-like density at freezeout. But the contributions of the pion-deuteron scattering states may decay also to two nucleons as final states,
considering the evolution of the fireball after freeze-out.
For instance, the inelasticities of pion-deuteron collisions
are also given in the Argand diagrams. They will not influence the chemical equilibrium as long as detailed balance holds. Thermodynamic equilibrium is not realized
after freeze-out, because reactive collisions become rare.
If they happen, a branching ratio of about 0.25 holds
for elastic scattering [76], so 0.75 are inelastic break up
reactions. This way, pion-deuteron collisions determine
the feed down of deuteron contributions after freeze-out,
which decay to nucleons. Nevertheless, this can be largely
neglected as contribution to the nucleon yield since the
deuteron yield at LHC is by the factor of about 300 suppressed compared to the nucleon yield [16]. The same
argument can be used to explain that nucleon-nucleon
(nn, pp, np) correlations are not essential for the proton
yield, in contrast to the pion-proton correlations.
VI.

CONCLUSIONS

It is obvious that a simple statistical model neglecting interaction effects cannot describe the composition of

the hot and dense system produced by HIC experiments
adequately. However, this simple model with 2 or 3 parameters does a rather good job in describing the yields
of most particles. Aiming at precision requires clearly
corrections to the simple model. After the successful solution of the proton puzzle where the hadron-resonance
gas overestimates the final proton yield, but the correct
calculation of the scattering phase shifts gives the measured value, it was of interest to treat also other particles
observed in the experiments. In the case of deuterons, the
simple statistical model overestimates the deuteron yield
seen in the experiment. The effect of pion-deuteron interaction in analogy to the hadron-resonance gas model
would enhance the calculated deuteron yield because of
feed-down from resonances like a ∆ − N correlation, so
that the discrepancy becomes larger. In the present work,
before discussing the influence of the pion medium, we
first explained that the deuteron yield is significantly reduced if the continuum correlations are included in accordance with the second virial coefficient. This is the
main mechanism to reduce the deuteron yield.
Similar effects are also expected for the other nuclei like
triton or 4 He. They are stronger bound, but the binding
energy is also small compared to the temperature so that
excited states and continuum correlations are relevant.
The most extreme example, displayed also in Fig. I and
discussed intensively in [16, 17] is the hypertriton 3Λ H, a
bound state of a proton, a neutron and a Λ hyperon. The
object can be imagined as a deuteron core surrounded by
the Λ in form of a ultra-halo nucleus (size of about 10.8
fm [16, 77]). The hypertriton decays weakly and it’s lifetime is expected to be close to the one of the free Λ hyperon, since the Λ separation energy from the deuteron
core is only about 130 keV and the probability to find
the Λ far away from the core is high [78]. It would be
outstanding to apply a phase shift correction as discussed
here for the deuteron also to the hypertriton. Unfortunately is the data situation of scattering experiments for
pions on the hypertriton even more scarse as for hyperons itself. Regrettably, the also here discussed impulse
approximation approach did not lead to an acceptable
result for the phase shift correction and therefore a different approach need to be found. It is also interesting
to say that the correction needed would be in the opposite direction as the one for the deuteron and the 3 He as
visible from Fig. I.
It should be mentioned that the concept of a deuteron
as a weakly bound two-nucleon system in a hot environment looks strange, see [38, 62–65, 68, 79–82]. The
rates of collisions to destroy or to form a nuclear bound
state are large, but not of relevance in thermodynamic
equilibrium because of detailed balance. We have a large
contribution from continuum correlations, as described
by the two-nucleon spectral function. These correlations
in the deuteron channel are considered as precursors of
the deuterons observed as the final deuteron yields. A
similar concept is used in the coalescence model [17, 20–
37]. Baryon pre-clusters are also discussed in [83–85] in
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a slightly different approach.
As mentioned above, a more detailed description of
the expansion process should consider also the fate of
these correlations in the expanding system, for instance
the evolution of the two-nucleon spectral function with
time when the thermodynamic parameters of the environment of high-energy density change. The processes
which define the final yields of mesons, nucleons and nuclei occur in the hadronic phase. Correlations freeze out
when reaction rates become slow compared to the expansion rate. The question of freeze-out probes in heavy-ion
collisions has been discussed also in context with strange
hadron resonances [86]. Suppression of strange particle
resonance production at LHC energies has been discussed
recently [87–91]. Short-lived resonances, scattering and
rescattering processes may help to achieve a better description of the expanding fireball after freeze-out. Feeddown concepts based on reaction networks are only approximations, a systematic treatment should be obtained
from a non-equilibrium statistical operator approach.
The correct description of correlations in the relevant
statistical operator, given up to freeze-out by the local
thermodynamic equilibrium, is a prerequisite to describe
the non-equilibrium evolution of the fireball produced by

heavy-ion collisions. Signatures of resonances, excited
states, continuum correlations are also seen in the observed, final distribution of nucleons and nuclei.
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G. Röpke, L. Münchow, and H. Schulz, Particle clustering
and Mott transitions in nuclear matter at finite temperature, Nucl. Phys. A 379, 536 (1982).
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